T  N  the  prefentation  of  the  fuperior  extremities 
of  children,  at  the  time  of  birth,  it  has  been 
an  opinion,  I  bdieve,  univerfally  adopted,  that 
women  would  die  undelivered,  if  they  were  not 
relieved  by  art.  Being  informed  that  the  fol- 
lowing cafes,  which  are  contradictory  to  this 
opinion,  have  been  mifreprefented,  I  think  it 
neceffiry  to  print  this  fhort  account  of  them. 

£1  -G  -A'.S  E    I.  ' 

•  In  the  year  1772,  I  was  called  to  a  poor  wo- 
man in  Oxford-Street,  who  had  been  in  labour 
all  the  preceding  night,   under  the  C3re  of  a 
Midwife.    Mr.  Kingfton  now  living  in  Cha- 
lotte-Street,   and  Mr.  Goodwin,  Surgeon,  at 
Wirkfworth,  in  Derbvfhire,  who  were  at  that 
time  ftudents  in  Midwifery,  had  been  fent  for, 
fome  hours  before  I  was  called.    The  arm  of 
the  child  preferring,  they  attempted  to  turn  and 
extract  it  by  the  feet,  but  the  pains  were  fo 
ftrong  as  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  the 
hand  into  the  uterus.    I  found  the  arm  much 
fwelled  and  pumed  through  the  external  parts 
in  fuch  a  manner,  that  the  moulder  nearly 
reached  the  perineum.     The  woman  ftruggled 
vehemently  with  her  pains,  and  during  their 
continuance,   I  perceived  the  fhoulder  of  the 
child  to  defcend.   Concluding  that  the  child  was 
frnall  and  would  pafs,  doubled,   through  the 
pelvis,  I  defired  one  of  the  gentlemen  to  fit 
down  to  receive  it,  but  the  friends  of  the  wo- 
man would  not  permit  me  to  move.    I  re- 
mained by  the  bed  fide  till  the  child  was  expelled, 
and  1  was  very  much  furprifed  to  find,  that  the 
breech  and  inferior  extremities  were  expelled 
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before  the  head,  as  if  the  cafe  had  originally 
been  a  prefentation  of  the  inferior  extremities. 

The  child  was  dead,  but  the  mother  recover- 
ed as  foon  and  as  well  as  fhe  could  have  done 
after  the  moft  natural  labour. 

au&  c:      ;    C  A  S  E    II.  %nlJ* 

In  the  year  1773,  I  was  called  to  a  woman 
in  Cattle- Street,  Oxford-Market,  who  was  at- 
tended by  a  Midwife.  Many  hours  after  it  was 
difcovered  that  the  arm  of  the  child  prefented, 
Mr.  fiurofle,  Surgeon,  in  Poland-Street,  was 
fent  for^and  I  was  called  into  confutation^ 
When  I  examined,  I  found  the  moulder  of  the 
child  prefled  into  the  fuperior  aperture  of  the 
pelvis.  The  pains  were  ftrong  and  returned  at 
fhort  intervals.  Having  agreed  upon  the  ne- 
ceflity  of  turning  the  child  and  ex  trading  it 
by  the  feet,  I  fat  down  and  made  repeated  at- 
tempts to  raife  the  moulder,  with  all  the  force 
which  I  thought  could  be  fafely  ufed  ;  but  the 
aft  ion  of  the  uterus  was  fo  powerful  that  I  was 
obliged  to  defift.  I  then  called  to  mind  the  cir- 
cumftances  of  the  cafe  before  related,  mentioned 
them  to  Mr.  Buroffe,  and  propofed  that  w*e  (hould 
wait  for  the  effefr,  which  a  continuance  of  the 
pains  might  produce,  or  till  they  were  abated, 
when  the  child  might  be  turned  with  lefs  difficul- 
ty. No  further  attempts  were  made  to  turn  the 
child.  Then  every  pain  propelled  it  lower  into 
the  pelvis  and  in  little  more  than  one  hour  the 
child  was  born,  the  breech  being  expelled,  as  in 
the  firft  cafe. 

Thi  child  was  alfo  dead,  but  the  mother  re- 
covered in  the  moft  favourable  manner. 

Having  been  prepared  for  obferving  the  pro- 
ofs of  this  labour,  I  underftood  it  more  clearly, 
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and  attempted  to  explain  both  in  my  lecture  on 
the  fubject,  and  in  the  aphbrifms  which  were 
printed  for  the  ufe  of  the  ftudents,  my  opinion 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  body  of  the  child 
turned  as  it  were,  upon  its  own  axis.  I  alfo 
pointed  out  the  circumftances,  in  which,  1  fup- 
pofed,  the  knowledge  of  the  fact  might  be  ren- 
dered uleful  in  practice;  but  with  great  circum- 
fpe&ion. 

CASE  III. 

January  the  2d  1774,  I  was  called  to  Mrs. 
Davisf  who  keeps  a  Toy  mop,  in  Crown-Court, 
Windmill-Street.  She  had  been  a  long  time  in 
labour  and  the  arm  of  the  child  prefented. 

The  late  Mr.  Euftace  had  been  called  on  the 
preceding  evening,  and  had  made  attempts  to 
turn  the  child,  which  he  had  continued  for 
feveral  hours  without  fuccefs.  I  was  fent  for 
about  one  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  on  exa- 
mination found  the  arm  pufhed  through  the 
external  part?,  the  moulder  prerling  firmly  upon 
the  per  in  awn.  The  exertions  of  themother  were 
wonderfully  ftrong.  I  fat  down  while  (he  had 
two  pains,  by  the  latter  of  which,  the  child 
was  doubled  and  the  breech  expelled.  I  ex- 
tracted the  fhonlders  and  head,  and  left  the  child 
in  the  bed.  Mr.  Euftace  exprefied  great  af- 
tonifhment  at  the  fudden  change,  but  I  affured 
him  that  1  could  claim  no  other  merit  on  ac- 
count of  this  delivery  except  that  I  had  not 
impeded  an  effect  which  was  wholly  produced 
by  the  pains. 

This  child  was  alfo  dead,  but  the  mother  re- 
covered in  the  moft  favourable  manner. 

In  all  thefe  cafes,  the  women  were  at  the 
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full  period  of  utero-geftation  and  the  children 
were  of  the  ufual-fize. 

Other  cafes  of  the  fame  kind  have  occurred 
to  me,  and  with  the  hiftories  of  feveral,  vary- 
ing in  the  time  or  manner  in  which  the  evolu- 
tion of  the  child  was  made,  I  have  lately  been 
favoured  by  gentlemen  of  eminence  in  the  pro- 
feftion.  But  thefe  are  fufficient  to  prove  the 
fact,  that  in  cafes  in  which  children  prefent  with 
the  arm,  women  would  not  neceffarily  die  un- 
delivered, though. they  were  not  affiled  by  art. 

With  refpect  to  the  benefit  we  can,  in  prac- 
tice, derive  from  the  knowledge  of  this  fact,  { 
may  be  permitted  to  obferve,  that  the  cuftom 
of  turning  and  delivering  by  the  feet  in  pre- 
mutations of  the  arm,  will  remain  necelfary 
and  proper,  in  all  cafes,  in  which  the  operation 
c;m  be  performed  with  lafetv  to  the  mother,  or 
give  a  chance  of  preferving  the  life  of  the  child. 
But  when  the  child  is  dead  and  when  we  have 
no  other  view  but  merely  to  extract  the  child, 
to  remove  the  danger  thence  arihng  to  the  mo- 
ther, it  is  of  great  importance  to  know  that  the 
child  may  be  turned  lpontaneoufly,  by  the  ac- 
tion of  the  uterus.    If  we  avail  ourfelves  of 
that  knowledge,  the  pain  and  danger  which 
fome times  attend  the  operation  of  turning  a 
child,  may  be  avoided.    Nor  would  any  per- 
fon   verfed  in  practice,  fixing  upon  a  cafe  of 
preternatural  prelentation,  in  which  he  might 
expect  the  child  to  be  turned  fpontaneoufly,  be 
involved  in  difficulty,  if  from  a  defect  of  the 
pains  or  any  other  caufe,  he  fhould  be  difap- 
pointed  in  his  expectations.   Nor  would  the  luf- 
fering  or  chance  of  danger  to  the  patient  be  in- 
creafed  by  fuch  proceeding. 

Thomas  Denman. 

July  12,  1780. 


